N. J. 10001-10050] SERVICE AND REGULATORY ANNOUNCEMENTS. 15

10031. Adulteration of canned salmon. U. §. * * % v, 100 Cases of
Canned Salmon * * *, Pefault decree declaring product to be
adulterated and ordering its destruction. (F. & D, Nos. 13221, 13222,
13223, 1. 8. No. 9076-t. S. No. E-2495.)

On August 13, 1920, the United States attorney for the Western District of
North Carolina, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the
seizure and condemnation of 100 cases of canned salmon, remaining in the
original unbroken packages, in part at Asheville and in part at Hendersonville,
N. C., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Burke Fish Co.,
Portland, Oreg., October 21, 1918, and transported from the State of Oregon
into the State of North Carolina, and charging adulteration in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part, “ Chum Salmon
Packed By Burke Fish Co., Portland, Ore. * * *77

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the
reason that it consisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid
animal substance.

On September 2, 1920, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment was entered declaring the product to be adulterated and ordering its
destruction by the United States marshal.

C. W. PuasreEy, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10032, Adulteration of tomato catsup. U.S. * * * v,10 Casey * *¢ =
and 60 Cases * * * of Home Brand Tomato Catsup. Consent
decree of condemnation and forfeiture. FProduct released under
bond. (F. & D. No. 14130. I. S. Nos. 3571-t, 3575-t. S. Nos. (C-2657,

C-2659.)

On December 31, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Minne-
sota, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
irict Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 10 cases, each containing 6 cight-pound cans, and 60 cases.
each containing 2 dozen sixteen-ounce bottles, of Home Brand tomato catsup,
remaining in the original unbroken packages at St. Paul, Minn., alleging that
the article had been shipped by the J. T. Polk Co.,, Mound City, Ill., on or
about November 2, 1920, and transported from the State of Illinois into the
State of Minnesota, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and
Drugs Act. ’

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the réason that it
congisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable
substance.

On September 21, 1921, the Sears & Nichols Canning Co., claimant, having
consented to a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered,
and it was ordered by the court that the product be released to said claimant
upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond
in the sum of $500, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in
part that the product be renovated and the good portion separated from

the bad. .
C. W. PuasiLEY, Acting Secretury of Agriculture.

10033. Adulteration and misbranding of vimegar. U. 8. * * * v, g5
Barrels, 730 Cases, and 96 Cases * * * of Vinegar. Consent
decrees of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released under
bond. (F. & D. Nos. 14146, 14147. I. S. Nos. 4161-t, 4162-t, 4163-t.
S. Nos. C-2673, C-2674.)

On January 11, 1921, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district libels for the seizure and
condemnation of 65 barrels, 730 cases, and 96 cases of vinegar, remaining unsold
in the original unbroken packages at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the articie
had been shipped by the Naas Cider & Vinegar Co., Inc., from Cohocton, N. Y.,
on or about October 5, 8, and 19, 1920, respectively, and transported from the
State of New York into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration ani
misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that
distilled vinegar or dilute acetic acid, boiled cider, and sodium carbonate® had
been mixed and packed with the said article so as to reduce, lower, and injuri-
ously affect its quality and strength, and for the further reason that distilled

.t Product was recommended for seizure only on the charge that it contained distilled
vinegar.
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vinegar or dilute acetic acid, boiled cider, and sodium carbonate had been
substituted in part for the article of food known as pure cider vinegar.

Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that the statements, to
wit, “* * * (Cider Vinegar. Steuben Brand Made From Apples * * *
Reduced To 4% [Acetic Acidl,” borne on the barrels and certain of the cases
containing the said article, and the statements, to wit, * Boulevard Brand
Pure Cider Vinegar Reduced to 41% Acetic Strength [4}% Acetic Acid],” borne
on the labels of the bottles contained in the remainder of the cases, were false
and misleading in that they represented to the purchaser that the article con-
sisted of pure cider vinegar, and for the further reason that the aforesaid
statements deceived and misled the purchaser into the belief that the article
was pure cider vinegar, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not. Misbranding
was alleged for the further reason that the article was an imitation of, and was
offered for sale under the distinctive name of, another article, to wit, pure
cider vinegar.

On November 14, 1921, the Naas Cider & Vinegar Co., Inc., claimant, having
admitted the material allegations of the libels and having consented to decrees,
judgments of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered
by the court that the product be released to said claimant upon payment of
the costs of the proceedings and the execution of bonds in the aggregate sum
of $2,000, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part that the
product be relabeled in part as follows, ““ Compound A mixture of Cider
and Grain Vinegar,” together with a statement of the net contents of each
barrel, case, and bottle, ‘“ in lieu of the labels now appearing thereon.”

C. W. PucsLEy, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10034. Misbranding of barley feed. U. 8. * * * vy, W, P. Devereux Co,,
a Corporation. Plea of guilty. Fine, $25. (F. & D. No. 14530. 1. 8.
No. 24803—r.)

On October 3, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Minnesota,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district an information against the W. P. Deve-
reux Co., a corporation, Minneapolis, Minn., alleging shipment by said com-
pany, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on or about October
24, 1919, from the State of Minnesota into the State of Kansas, of a quantity
of unlabeled sacks of barley feed which was misbranded.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that it was food in package form, and the quantity of the contents was not
plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On October 3, 1921, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $25.

C. W. PUGSLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10035. Adulteration of canned pie peaches. U. S. * * % vy, 322 Cases of
Pie Peaches. Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture.
Product released under bond. (F. & D. No. 14835. 1. S. No. 130863—t.
S. No. C-2903.)

On April 27, 1921, the United States attorney for the Western District of Ten-
nessee, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 322 cases of pie peaches, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Memphis, Tenn., alleging that the article had been shipped by
the Booth Packing Co., Baltimore, Md., on or about January 31, 1921, and
transported from the State of Maryland into the State of Tennessee, and
charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article
was labeled in part, “ Diamond Brand Pie Peaches * * * D, D. Mallory &
Co. * * * PBaltimore, Md. Distributors.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid vegetable sub-
stance.

On September 22, 1921, the Booth Packing Co., Baltimore, Md., claimant,
having consented to a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was
entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be released to said
claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a
bond in the sum of $500, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned
in part that the product be repacked and properly sorted so as to exclude the
objectionable portions thereof.

C. W. PugstEy, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



